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ABSTRACT 

Using the evolution of Devrimci Sol, this thesis analyses leftist terrorism against 
U.S. interests in Turkey between 1968 and 1999. During this period, leftists committed 
81 percent of the terrorism-related murders of U.S. citizens. In the 1970s, leftists began 
targeting U.S. interests, including military personnel. By 1980, the left had killed ten 
Americans. Although severely crippled following Turkey’s 1980 coup, Devrimci Sol — 
the most prominent group — re-emerged in 1990 and dramatically increased attacks 
against U.S. interests during the Gulf War, perpetrating 75 percent of all terrorist-related 
U.S. deaths in 1991. Although devastating Turkish security operations and an internal 
group schism following the Gulf War drastically reduced the organization’s violent 
activities, the late 1990s witnessed Devrimci Sol’s renewed interest in targeting the U.S. 

The thesis explains leftist development and violence against U.S. interests, 
suggesting Turkey’s rapid modernization and the resulting instability provided fertile 
ground for the extreme left’s emergence. By the 1970s, following periods of increased 
political liberalization, the rise of Marxist-Leninist ideology coupled with government 
intolerance to opposition groups elevated terrorism to the sole perceived avenue of 
change. External support, political amnesties, and reports of government oppression in 
Turkey support Devrimci Sol’s continued survival. It remains a threat. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 



Since the 1960s, terrorist groups have threatened United States commercial, 
diplomatic and military personnel and materiel in countries throughout the world. 
Although faced with such a threat in many theaters, no threat was more problematic than 
that faced in Europe. During the Cold War era, U.S. interests were especially at risk to 
terrorism in European countries such as Germany, Greece, Italy and Turkey. 

The most potent threat came from the extreme, violent European left — the 
Fighting Communist Organizations (FCOs). Driven by a Marxist-Leninist ideology, 
these often small, lethal, urban terrorist groups flourished during the Cold War aiming to 
overthrow their country’s democratic government and replace it with their “vision” of a 
proletarian dictatorship. 1 As might be expected, such groups often opposed their 
country’s involvement with the U.S., perceiving U.S. interest in their country purely as 
imperialistic in nature. Compounding this were U.S. policies and decisions, such as 
weapons embargoes, which seemed to validate these claims. This meant European 
terrorists often directed their attacks against U.S. interests in their country. 

Although many have written on the particulars surrounding such infamous 
terrorist organizations as former West Germany’s Red Army Faction or Italy’s Red 
Brigades, discussions regarding Turkey’s own FCO — Devrimci Sol — have mostly been 
confined to government circles. This thesis aims to modify that. The thesis covers 1968 
through 1999. 

The thesis, through a case study of Devrimci Sol (and its past and present 
derivatives), provides an understanding of the underlying causes for the emergence and 
continuation of Turkey’s revolutionary left. Specifically, the study analyses its origins in 
Turkey’s modernization endeavors and the political liberalization of the 1960s, the 
group’s cycle of declining and re-emerging violence against U.S. interests in Turkey, and 
its overall capability to survive numerous assaults. Lastly, the thesis analyzes Devrimci 
Sol’s successor organization, Devrimci Halk Kurtulu$ Partisi-Cephesi (DHKP-C) or 



1 Yonah Alexander and Dennis Pluchinsky, eds., Europe's Red Terrorists: The Fighting Communist 
Organizations (London: Frank Cass & Co., Ltd., 1992), 16. 
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Revolutionary People’s Liberation Party-Front, in order to illustrate the revolutionary 
left’s current and future threat to U.S. interests in Turkey. 

This thesis achieves several purposes. This thesis argues that issues surrounding 
Turkey’s modernization process and initial attempt at a multi-party political system 
provided the fertile environment for the emergence of leftist terrorism. It analyses 
Devrimci Sol, one of Turkey’s most lethal terrorist groups, especially for the United 
States. Through a detailed analysis of the domestic and international environment in 
1960s Turkey, the thesis explains and documents the initial emergence of Turkey’s 
revolutionary left — especially the path from the Tiirkiye Halkin Kurtulu$u Partisi- 
Cephesi (THKP-C) or Turkish People’s Liberation Party-Front to Devrimci Sol ( Dev Sol ) 
or Revolutionary Left. Furthermore, it traces the emergence of the DHKP-C, the product 
of a 1994-split in Devrimci Sol. 

Second, the thesis explains the revolutionary left’s decision to violently oppose 
the Ankara regime, as well as begin terrorist attacks against U.S. interests in Turkey. The 
student movements of the 1960s and 1970s produced many of Turkey’s leftist terrorists. 
Turkey’s leftist student population emerged and flourished during liberalization periods, 
but when the ruling party answered its calls for continued liberalization with oppression, 
certain elements of the left became radicalized and responded with an “armed struggle.” 
Using approaches advanced by leading political scientists and terrorism experts, the 
thesis explains the revolutionary left’s decision to engage in an “armed struggle” against 
the Turkish Government. This is further discussed and supported within the context and 
aftermath of the 1980 military intervention. 

Third, this thesis explores the 1980 coup’s lasting impact of widespread torture 
and violations of human rights on surviving (as well as newly recruited) leftist militants. 
This research suggest that the coup, coupled with early leftist martyrs, continues to fuel 
Turkey’s revolutionary leftist struggle against the “fascist” Ankara regime, and its 
“puppet master” the United States. Even though Turkey’s rapid modernization process 
ultimately provided the environment from which terrorists emerged, it remains only one 
element key to the revolutionary left’s continuation. 

Furthermore, successive Ankara regimes’ continued repressive response against 
the population directly caused the rise of militant leftists. In addition, the initial group, 
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Devrimci Sol, and its present replacement have managed to endure successive destructive 
Turkish security operations against them. The movement’s longevity is a result of an 
extensive support base outside Turkey, a large prison network and the later attachment of 
human rights issues to its cause in order to gain greater exposure and appeal in the 
international arena. The repeated political amnesties granted shortly after each military 
coup further facilitated the revolutionary left’s ability to rebound. 

Finally, applying a Department of Defense threat level assessment methodology, 
analyzing the factors of existence, capability, intentions, history, targeting, and security 
environment, this study offers an opinion on DHKP-C’s threat to U.S. interests currently 
in Turkey. Based upon a review of these factors, indicating the factors of existence, 
capabilities, intentions, and history are present, the DHKP-C threat to U.S. interests in 
Turkey is assessed as High. Thus, research demonstrates that Turkey’s revolutionary 
leftist terrorists remain a threat to U.S. interests in the region. Although beaten down in 
the early 1990s, this group continues to exist and demonstrate lethal capabilities. In 
addition, as recently as 1999, punctuated with a foiled attack against the U.S. Consulate 
in Istanbul, DHKP-C reaffirmed its targeting of U.S. interests. 

This element of Turkey’s left has repeatedly demonstrated a lethal ability against 
U.S. personnel, which continues to exist today. Therefore, understanding the nature of 
this group, its strengths and capabilities, and potential threat are essential to the 
protection of U.S. interests in Turkey. The decline in and apparent loss of appeal of 
Marxism-Leninism throughout the terrorist world and the eclipsing Islamic extremist 
paranoia of the 21st century should not cloud eyes to an old and familiar threat — many 
FCOs may be down, but they are not all out. 

Finally, the author invites any comments pertaining to this thesis and the issues 
addressed in it. All comments should be forwarded to the author at E-mail account: 
kenvillethesis2000@hotmail.com. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 



“The [ Fighting Communist Organization] is an endangered species of terrorist 
group that is currently running on the fumes’ of Marxism-Leninism. However, as a 
unique species. . . logic and prudence demand that these groups should continue to be 
studied. ” 

Dennis Pluchinsky (1992) 2 

On 7 February 1991, at approximately 0700, Bobbie Eugene Mozelle, a civilian 
customs specialist with the United States firm Vinnel, Brown and Root (VBR) at Incirlik 
Air Base (IAB), Turkey, walked with his morning cup of coffee to his green, late-model 
1963 Mercedes in downtown Adana, Turkey. 3 As he reached his vehicle, a man — part of 
a 3-person hit team — approached from the rear of the car and shot him five times (Figure 
1-1). Within a matter of seconds, terrorists had handed the U.S. its first terrorist-related 




Source: Andrew Corsun, “Dev-Sol Attacks on Americans,” in U.S. Department of State, Office of 
Intelligence and Threat Analysis, Terrorist Tactics and Security Practices: 1994 (Washington, D.C.: 
Department of State, 1994), 26. 

Figure 1-1. Crime Scene Photograph of Mozelle Assassination 



2 Ibid., 48-9. 

3 Andrew Corsun, “Dev-Sol Attacks on Americans,” in U.S. Department of State, Office of Intelligence 
and Threat Analysis, Terrorist Tactics and Security Practices: 1994 (Washington, D.C.: Department of 
State, 1994), 25. 
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casualty of Operation DESERT STORM, as well as the first such death in Turkey in 
almost ten years. 

Shortly before noon that day, anonymous telephone callers to local newspapers 
claimed the attack in the name of the Turkish revolutionary left: Devrimci Sol ( Dev Sol ) 
or Revolutionary Left, and the Marksist-Leninist Silahli Propaganda Birligi (MLSPB) or 
Marxist-Leninist Armed Propaganda Unit . 4 According to the Dev Sol caller, the group 
had “punished a CIA agent in Adana, Turkey. The bases cannot be used for U.S. 
imperialism. Turkish and Kurdish people are not the servants of American 
imperialism .” 5 According to the MLSPB caller, the group had “punished a CIA 
agent... Turkish lands are not an American base.... We want [the United States forces] to 
leave immediately .” 6 Once again, violent Turkish leftist terrorists were attacking U.S. 
and other Western targets to demonstrate their opposition to the Ankara regime, Turkish- 
U.S. relations, and U.S. “imperialism” and U.S. -led military operations in the region. 

This incident not only illustrated the extreme end of the revolutionary left’s 
spectrum of terrorist activity — assassination — but also highlighted characteristics and 
methods of Turkey’s revolutionary leftists 7 key to understanding their activities. This 
assassination accurately displayed the capabilities, sophistication and thoroughness of the 
organization. Three militants — two shooters and a lookout — conducted this operation 
during daylight hours in Turkey’s third largest city. The Turkish police investigation 
indicated terrorists had surveilled both the location and the victim prior to the killing. In 
addition, the rhetoric of both callers’ messages illustrated the revolutionary left’s 



4 Although some experts suggest that in the early 1990s Devrimci Sol and MLSPB were the same 
organization, imset states MLSPB was in fact a separate organization established in 1975. On MLSPB see: 
Ismet G. Imset, The PKK: A Report on Separatist Violence in Turkey, 1973- 1992 (Ankara, Turkey: Turkish 
Daily News, 1992), 413. 

5 Corsun, 26. 

6 1 bid., 26. 

Throughout this thesis “revolutionary left” refers to the violent, Marxist-Leninist terrorists of the Turkish 
left; i.e., Devrimci Sol, its predecessors of the 1970s, and its 1994 successor, DHKP-C. The term 
“Revolutionary Left” is the English translation of Devrimci Sol. 
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continued vehement displeasure for U.S. influence in the region and the left’s need to tie 
the U.S. to Turkey’s domestic issues. 

From where did such an anti -U.S. /Western terrorist organization come? What 
accounts for the revolutionary left’s opposition against Ankara and the United States? 
What are the ideological foundations of this movement, especially Devrimci Soil What 
led to Mozelle’s death in 1991? Will more Americans suffer Mozelle’s fate in the future? 
What are the future implications of U.S. involvement in Turkey and the surrounding 
region as it relates to terrorist threats in Turkey? This thesis aims to provide insight into 
these questions and some tentative answers. 

A. PURPOSE AND ARGUMENT 

The purpose of this thesis is to analyze the emergence, development and 
continuation of Turkey’s extreme leftist movement — the revolutionary left — from the 
1960s to the present. The vehicle for this is a case study of the history and present 
circumstances of Turkey’s most militant and anti-Western leftist terrorist organization — 
Devrimci Sol — and its associated lineage. This will serve as the foundation for an 
analysis of certain elements of the movement opting to engage in violence as a method of 
promoting political change. Specifically, the thesis addresses details of Turkey’s 
modernization, which by the late 1960s — after 25 years of one-party dominance — had 
created a troubled political and economic environment. From this turbulent environment 
Turkey’s initial revolutionary leftists, the Tiirkiye Halkin Kurtulu§u Partisi-Cephesi 
(THKP-C) or Turkish People’s Liberation Party-Front, and the Tiirkiye Halk Kurtulu§ 
Ordusu (THKO) or Turkish People’s Liberation Army emerged. Although Turkish 
security forces destroyed both groups’ senior leadership shortly after Turkey’s second 
coup (1971), by the late 1970s the revolutionary left had re-emerged in force. This time 
nearly 60 separate leftist groups operated in Turkey, most stressing their connection to 
the earlier THKP-C and THKO groups. Even so, Devrimci Sol and MLSPB emerged as 
the most deadly of these groups. As violence dramatically increased in the late 1970s, 
both groups frequently targeted U.S. interest in a “war” against the Turkish Government 
and “struggle” against perceived U.S. “imperialism.” 

Specifically, the intent is to answer the following questions regarding the 
organization: (1) What prompted the emergence and development of the revolutionary 
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left in Turkey? (2) What drove the “ancestors” of Devrimci Sol to engage in an “armed 
struggle” as a method of demonstrating their opposition to the Ankara government? (3) 
What events or situations prompted leftists to target U.S. interests and personnel in the 
1970s, and continues to the present? (4) What historical impact has this organization had 
on the U.S. and its personnel in Turkey? (5) Does the latest derivative of Devrimci Sol — 
Devrimci Halk Kurtulu§ Partisi-Cephesi (DHKP-C) or Revolutionary People’s Liberation 
Party-Front — pose a continuing threat to U.S. interests in Turkey? If so, to what degree? 

The four primary theses of this study are: 

(1) The revolutionary left’s initial emergence and development in Turkey can be 
attributed to that country’s rapid modernization. This process eventually led to the 
turbulent political, economic and social environment that characterized the new Republic 
during the 1950s and 1960s. After 25 years under a one-party dominant system (1923- 
1950), in the late 1940s, the Turkish Government decided to experiment with a 
multiparty political system and permitted an opposition party to form. In May 1950, this 
led to an unprecedented event in Turkey — the peaceful and successful transfer of 
government power between two parties. Although the incumbent party lost, its political 
leaders willingly relinquished power to the new, more liberal party. The jubilation over 
such an event was short lived. Without the benefit of an historical example of political 
tolerance, the new party soon fell back on old methods of dealing with those critical of 
government policies — increased government control. The resulting political and social 
oppression the new government imposed drew the extreme left from the newly urbanized 
population — specifically a growing and often unemployed student population. The 
resulting unemployment and rapid urbanization of Turkey’s larger cities between 1960 
and 1980 provided fertile ground for rising, young, idealistic leftist leaders, as well as an 
ample source of leftist militants. Attempts at moving away from a single-party 
dominated system, eventually allowed opposition parties to drift to the left. This often 
became too threatening for traditional Kemalists — especially the armed forces, the self- 
appointed guardians of the constitution — often ending in military intervention. In 
addition, the left’s threat served to inflame the right, which ultimately turned to violence. 
Leftist militants’ ability to find haven in Europe or the Middle East following each 
military intervention proved key to their survival. The government’s eventual relaxation 
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of political activities and frequent release of jailed leftists following amnesties, often left 
both militants and their leaders intact and available for reconstitution. This led to the re- 
emergence and continuation of the revolutionary left movement. 

(2) The revolutionary left initiated attacks on U.S. interests and personnel because 
it perceived an undue U.S. influence in domestic Turkish politics and economic policies, 
a belief Turkey’s revolutionary left still maintains today. Militants often cite historical 
foundations regarding U.S. “control” of Turkey through the U.S. -dominated North 
Atlantic Treaty Organization (NATO). For example, the United States threatened to not 
intervene (nor would NATO) on Turkey’s behalf in any conflict with Russia if Turkey 
carried out an invasion of Cyprus in the early 1960s. The perceived U.S. imperialism in 
Turkey and its impact on both the Turkish economy and foreign policy created an 
environment conducive to leftist targeting of U.S. interests. Of course, the U.S. 
represented opposition to leftist ideas, especially those found in Marxism-Leninism. 
Furthermore, the U.S. stood in opposition to the Soviet Union, which some leftist 
terrorists saw as the ideological pillar from which they fought their revolution. 

(3) Turkey’s continued economic and political instability explains the 
revolutionary left’s initial emergence and further supports its survival. Still, other factors 
developed later in the 1970 and 1980s, which aid in the movement’s longevity. The 
continued existence of Devrimci Sol’s follow-on group — DHKP-C — is an example of 
Turkey’s revolutionary left’s ability to last in its fight against the State. Although more a 
product of internal conflict and a power struggle for group leadership, DHKP-C (and its 
public affairs/political element DHKC) is the product of the group’s ability to change and 
adapt, even in the face of devastating Turkish security operations and internal splintering. 
Where its terrorist comrades in Germany and Italy succumbed to security operations 
and/or the impact of the communist collapse, Devrimci Sol adapted and still survives. 
Aiding in this survival was the group’s assimilation of Turkey’s human rights issues into 
its supporting ideology and cause. With the collapse of the Soviet Union came Europe’s 
increasing view of a diminished importance of Turkey in protecting NATO’s southern 
flank. Such a situation has allowed Europe increased flexibility in opposition to Turkey’s 
desire to enter the European Union. Most notably, Europe has cited Turkey’s continued 
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poor human rights record as an obstacle to its entrance into the Union. Such movements 
as DHKP-C, who is well placed in Europe, utilized such a situation to their advantage. 

(4) The current revolutionary left representative, DHKP-C, remains a real threat 
to U.S. interests in Turkey. The organization and its leadership have an extensive and 
sophisticated history of violence against its “enemies.” An analysis of the situation 
indicates the DHKP-C threat posed to U.S. interests in Turkey remains viable, yet 
possibly lower than in the past. Even so, this could rapidly change depending on 
international or regional affairs (such as military actions) and the perceived influence 
Washington has in such matters. Such triggering events as the 1991 U.S. -led coalition 
war against Iraq served as a warning of such changes. DHKP-C continues the 
revolutionary left’s vehement opposition to U.S. “imperialism” within Turkey in its 
current organizational documents. Paralleling this, DHKP-C continues to demonstrate its 
concerns through action — most recently noted in June 1999, when Turkish security 
intervened in a planned rocket attack against the U.S. Consulate in Istanbul. 

B. RELEVANCE AND SIGNIFICANCE 

This thesis is important because terrorist attacks on U.S. property and personnel, 
especially those assigned to regions such as Turkey, continue to pose real threats. More 
specifically, the leftist terrorist threat in Turkey to both permanent party and temporarily 
assigned personnel remains high. Because the positioning of U.S. Forces in Turkey 
remains a reality for the foreseeable future, it is essential that military commanders, 
security officials, and the military forces in Turkey fully understand the nature and threat 
posed by such an organization. 

Research on the extreme left in Turkey, especially Devrimci Sol is extremely 
relevant to understanding such a threat. The importance lies in providing useful insights 
into the organization, which U.S. security agencies in the region can use in efforts to 
protect U.S. interests in Turkey. The thesis will provide an understanding of why this 
group remains in “business.” As one of the last surviving members of what Yonah 
Alexander and Dennis Pluchinsky refer to as the “Fighting Communist Organizations,” it 
behooves anyone operating in Turkey to better understand the reasons behind the 
revolutionary left’s sustainment and longevity and what that means. 
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In addition, in regards to general research on terrorism and militant groups, such 
research as this contributes to the never ending need to understand the nature of 
international terrorism. Especially important is understanding a group’s decision to 
engage in terrorism as a method of demonstrating opposition to a government and the 
decision to possibly involve a third, external party. Finally, this thesis is relevant because 
in searching out published research in English on Devrimci Sol, this author realized 
quickly that specific research on the group was either severely dated (i.e., 1980s), 
restricted, or very general to Turkish history. So, it is the author’s wish that this thesis 
will ultimately contribute to a better understanding of one of the most dangerous terrorist 
groups to threaten U.S. interests outside its shores in the twentieth century. 

C. RESEARCH SHORTFALLS 

It is important to point out to the reader some thesis shortfalls. Although it 
endeavors to provide the most comprehensive and up-to-date analysis of Turkey’s 
revolutionary left, to include the current group’s (DHKP-C) threat, certain research 
limitations have in some ways diminished the thoroughness of the analysis. First, 
because this thesis was developed, compiled and produced in less than 10 months the 
majority of source material is English-based and not original Turkish language 
documents. Most of the material published in Turkish was not readily available outside 
Turkey. Second, although general Turkish history is well documented within the public 
domain, U.S. security agencies maintain the majority of current material tightly focused 
on terrorism matters — especially those occurring in Turkey. The majority of it is either 
difficult to track down or is restricted to “Government Use Only.” Although an extensive 
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request was submitted to the Department of Defense 
within two months of the start of this research, the requested information never 
materialized in time for inclusion in this document. Therefore, the reader will find this 
thesis grounded extensively in non-Turkish sources, and focused almost exclusively on 
leftist terrorists actions against Americans, with only minor references to the domestic 
impact to Turkey. 
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D. THESIS OUTLINE 

The following chapters analyze and chronicle the scope and level of leftist 
violence — specifically that perpetrated by the line of Devrimci Sol — in Turkey from 1968 
to 1999. The thesis is essentially divided in to four parts. The first part (Chapter II) 
describes Turkey’s economic, political and social background from approximately 1950 
to the present. The purpose is to illustrate the environment in which the revolutionary left 
developed, flourished, declined and then periodically re-emerged. The second part 
(Chapters III through VI) provides periodized details related to the revolutionary left’s 
terrorist activities, focused primarily on the groups involved, their rise and fall, and their 
impact on U.S. interests in Turkey. The chapters are periodized using Turkey’s 
successive military intervention as markers, with the exception of the last, which starts 
with the end of the Gulf War. The third part (Chapter VII) discusses today’s 
revolutionary left’s (DHKP-C) potential threat to the U.S. as a terrorist group. The last 
part (Appendices) contains 12 reference documents. 

Chapter II establishes the volatile environment created when Turkey continued its 
rapid modernization after the 1950s, employing the views of Professor Samuel 
Huntington to account for a situation, which spawned the violent manifestations of 
political opposition to the Turkish Government. The primary purpose of this chapter is to 
describe the environment in which Turkish leftists emerged, flourish, declined, re- 
emerged, and remain today. This chapter analyses and describes the turbulent times of 
the post single-party dominant system in Turkey. In explaining the political, economical 
and social changes of this period — especially the liberalization, rapid urbanization and 
increased unemployment — this chapter aims to illustrate the environment in which 
certain sections of the Turkish population became politically mobilized and particular 
elements of Turkey’s left moved towards violence. The chapter covers the late 1950s 
through to the late 1990s. 

The middle chapters focus primarily on Turkey’s revolutionary leftist groups and 
their impact on U.S. interests in Turkey. Chapter III analyzes the emergence of terrorism 
and covers the period from 1968 to the 12 March 1971 coup. It introduces the original 
Turkish militant left, what is repeatedly referred to throughout the thesis as the 
revolutionary left. This chapter focuses on the increased presence and organization of 
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movements within the country’s student population and the eventual emergence of 
militants. It chronicles the original organizations, which spawned Turkey’s first 
revolutionary leftist terrorists. The chapter discusses the original martyrs of the 
movement and the initial operations directed against the United States. It includes a 
discussion regarding the decision to engage in terrorism as a method of opposition. Also, 
the chapter briefly reviews some historical events in Turkish history that supported a less 
than favorable view of the U.S. in the eyes of some Turks. Finally, this chapter — as will 
all remaining chapters — provides an analysis of the characteristics and level of 
international terrorism in Turkey during the time period. Further breaking the data down, 
it analyses tactics, targeting, and location of incidents as they related specifically to leftist 
actions perpetrated against U.S. interests. This chapter aims to answer the questions: 

• From where did the revolutionary left come? 

• What early events and people shaped its future development? 

• What facilitated the left’s eventual targeting of U.S. interests in Turkey? 

• What was the revolutionary lefts initial impact on U.S. interests in Turkey? 

Chapter IV covers leftist activities following the 1971 coup to Turkey’s third 
military intervention on 12 September 1980. It focuses on the central organization of this 
study — Devrimci Sol — the circumstances of its emergence in 1978, as well as its lethal 
actions against U.S. targets. The chapter begins with a discussion of the demise of the 
first organized elements of the revolutionary left — the martyrs of Kizildere — and their 
importance to the continuation of the next movement. This includes early leftist 
attempts, following the 1972 military intervention, to continue their cause outside 
Turkey. This chapter provides insight into the reasons behind the emergence of Devrimci 
Sol, as well as a look at what would become a key issue in the organization’s ideological 
platform — human rights. It is important to understand the rise of Dev Sol in the pre-1980 
coup period and the impact that Turkish security operations in the pre-coup years had on 
the future of the organization. Key questions answered in this chapter are: 

• What was the importance of the first martyrs? 

• What events led to the rise of Devrimci Soil 

• What bearing did leftist terrorism have on the 1980 military intervention? 
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How did Devrimci Sol survive the Turkish military’s stunning blow following the 
1980 coup? What role did alleged human rights violations and torture have on this 
recovery? What prompted Devrimci Sol in 1991 to engage in lethal acts of terrorism 
against the West, ultimately resulting in the assassination of three foreign civilians and an 
attempt on a USAF officer in Izmir? Chapter V covers the post- 1980 coup period 
through to the end of 1991 . The intent in this chapter is to explore this period and shed 
light on the circumstances surrounding Dev Sol' s actions. This is accomplished through 
an analysis of the group’s operations against Western targets during the 1991 Gulf War, 
as well as the terrorist literature which surfaced during this period. 

Chapter VI discusses events and issues from 1992 to 1999. The central issues in 

this chapter surround yet another survival story and transformation of Devrimci Sol. 

With the demise of the Soviet Union and the resulting ideological blow to Marxist-based 

revolutionary leftist groups, the continued survival of any terrorist organization grounded 

in such ideology warrants examination. Although potent Turkish security operations 

following the Gulf War tremendously decreased Devrimci Sol activities — especially 

/ 

those directed at U.S. targets — the group survived and continues to this day. This chapter 
discusses the emergence of Devrimci Sol's follow-on organization — DHKP-C — and the 
suggested reasons for its emergence and the continued existence of this line of Turkey’s 
revolutionary left. Central questions in this chapter are: 

• What impact did the communist collapse have on Devrimci Soil 

• What prompted 1992 Turkish security operations against Devrimci Soil 

• What was the impact of these operations? 

• What prompted the split of Devrimci Sol and the emergence of DHKP-C? 

Chapter VII examines two issues. First, the chapter aims to review DHKP-C 
ideology and recent activities using essentially the organizational documents publicly 
available through DHKP-C’s “public affairs” element, Devrimci Halk Kurtulu§ Cephesi 
(DHKC) or Revolutionary People’s Liberation Front. Such information provides a means 
to analyze how DHKP-C perceives its “calling,” what motivates its violent 
“revolutionary” and terrorist activities. The resulting analysis suggests DHKP-C, 
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especially following the 1980 coup, increasingly relies on continued Turkish Government 
oppression (e.g., banning of certain opposition parties) and suspected human rights 
violations (e.g., police torture and extrajudicial executions) to justify its existence. In 
addition, DHKP-C has attached the Kurdish separatist issue to its ideological platform, 
hoping to gain further international attention as a champion of Kurdish rights in such a 
hostile and “fascist” Turkey. The chapter argues that DHKP-C increasing believes these 
two issues are key in appealing to international audiences, and in the organization’s 
survival. 

Does DHKP-C still pose a threat to the United States? That is the second 
question approached in Chapter VII. The short answer is a qualified ‘Yes’. This position 
is supported through an analysis of the organization examining DHKP-C’ s historical 
activities, as well as its present intentions and capabilities. Although DHKP-C activity 
levels are nowhere near those of Devrimci Sol, it has demonstrated on at least two 
occasions within the last half of the 1990s the intent to attack U.S. interests. This chapter 
further offers some final comments regarding the future of Turkey’s revolutionary left 
and its relationship to U.S. interests in the region. This chapter serves to remind the 
reader of the dangers of such groups, and that further examination is warranted. 

Following Chapter VII, the reader will discover several appendices, which 
provide additional information regarding the activities, impact, scope and views of 
certain elements of Turkey’s revolutionary left. This is accomplished, first, through a 
chronology of international terrorist incidents in Turkey, from 1968 to 1999. Along with 
this chronology are several English translations of organizational documents from the 
groups (e.g., communiques, manifestos and bulletins) which provide further insight into 
the movement’s ideology. 

E. DEFINITIONS 

Before proceeding, a few terms used throughout this thesis require a brief 
explanation in order to ensure the reader understands their intended use. 

International Terrorism. In the thesis, the RAND Corporation definition referred 
to in the RAND-St. Andrews University Chronology of International Terrorism is used: 

Incidents in which terrorists go abroad to strike their targets, select victims 

or targets that have connections with a foreign state (e.g., diplomats, 
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foreign businessmen, officers of foreign corporations), or create 
international incidents by attacking airline passengers, personnel, and 
equipment. It excludes violence carried out by terrorists within their own 
country against their own nationals, and terrorism perpetrated by 
governments against their own citizens . 8 

Marxist-Leninists. The purpose and length of this thesis does not permit an in- 
depth analysis of Turkey’s revolutionary leftists’ interpretations and reliance on Marxist- 
Leninist ideology as a foundation for revolution. Yet, it is important that the reader 
appreciate the basics of the term Marxist-Leninists when used here, therefore, the 
following explanation is offered: 

Marxist-Leninists conceive ‘Leninism’ to be the development of the 
scientific understanding of society propounded by [Karl] Marx and 
[Frederick] Engels. As such it is a science of the laws of development of 
nature and society, which elucidates the causal relationships between man 
and society and the advance to the classless society of communism. The 
major components of Marxism-Leninism are dialectical and historical 
materialism as a method of analysis, political economy as the study of the 
class relationships to the means of production and the level of productive 
forces, and the theory of scientific communism (the structure and process 
of communist societies). More narrowly defined, Leninism is that 
tendency within Marxist thought which accepts the major theoretical 
contributions of Lenin to revolutionary Marxism. Specifically, it is an 
approach to the seizure of power for and by the proletariat and the 
building of socialist society, which legitimates revolutionary action by the 
Party on behalf of the working class. . .Rather than relying on the 
spontaneous development of consciousness in the working class, Leninists 
see the party as a catalyst bringing revolutionary theory and political 
organization to the exploited masses... For Marxist-Leninists, the seizure 
of power is the result of revolutionary struggle and initially the 
dictatorship of the proletariat is established under the hegemony of the 
party . 9 



8 Bruce Hoffman, “The Confluence of International and Domestic Trends in Terrorism,” Columbia 
International Affairs Online, Columbia University Press, January 1997, Available [Online]: 
< https://wwwc.cc.columbia.edu/sec/dlc/ciao/wps/hob01/hob01 ,html > [27 October 1999]. 

9 Tom Bottomore, ed„ A Dictionary of Marxist Thought (Cambridge, Massachusetts: Harvard University 
Press, 1983), 279-81. 
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